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governed   by   an   exaggerated   respect   for  old   and
esteemed leaders, helped, without clearly understanding
what   they   did,   those   who   stood   for   oligarchy,
arbitrary procedure and an almost reactionary conser-
vatism. Personal idiosyncracies, preferences, aversions
settled like a thick cloud over the contest, the com-
batants on both sides flung themselves on every point
of difference material or immaterial as a pretext or a
weapon, the tactics of party warfare were freely used
and, finally, the deliberate obstinacy of a few Moderate
leaders in avoiding discussion of the points of difference
and the unruly ardour of the younger men on both
sides led to the violent scenes at Surat and the break-up
of the Congress. If the question is ever to be settled
to the advantage of national progress, the personal and
minor differences must be banished from the field and
the real issues plainly and dispassionately considered.
The questions of particular importance which divide
the parties are the exact form of Swaraj to be held
forward as an ideal, the policy of passive resistance
and the form of certain resolutions. The last is a
question to be decided by the Congress itself and all
that the Nationalists demand is that discussion shall
not be burked and that they shall not be debarred
from their constitutional right of placing their views
before the National Assembly. On the other points,
they cannot sacrifice their ideal or their policy, but
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